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In your latter of September 11, 1957, you referred to Oop 
recent discussion concerning the bounds of the several regions of the 
State, and you requested the views of this office concerning steps which .' oe 
should precede the distribution of appropriated funds to the regional Beta 
associations. As you noted, my attention was drawn to the matter in the ''), 3 
course of the interpretation of a statute. In this statute (Laws 1957, 062s 
GO. 364) the Legislature in establishing a Seacoast Water Commission had — Sa ae 
used, along with other expressions, the term "seacoast region of the ae 
state” as descriptive of the area fran which membership in such Camise a ee Ce 
sion was to be drawn} and my research into just what might hove bean foe oe 
dutended by this language led to our discussion. | 
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In the course of our conversation you directed my attention : 


to page 48 of New Harnshire State Plam Z ard Development Comrissionr 
Biermial Report. 19 232 at which is found the following coments 
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"To assist in planning and premotional work, the Commission 
has tentatively divided the state into six regions, characterized 
by more or less geographical and eccnanic homogeneity, and each 

_ presenting problems of recreational development somewhat inter 
; related throughout its area. These six regions are shown on 
the map on page 4, and are as follows: | 


[Bere follows a general. description of each of the six regions.J : 7 ee yee 
wim each of these regions the Commission has encouraged the i“ 
formation of ‘regional development assccdations,' whose purpose 
and function is to study and plan for their regional development 
and to promote such development by publicity and other methods. ae 
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To date, the Lakes, the Seacoast and the Honadnook regions 
have formally organized and are conducting programs of real 
value, In the North Country region an informal organisation 
exists and consideration is being given to an active asscocia- 
tion. The Dartmouth-Lake Sunapee Region cenalcs has Just 
been organized, * 


‘You next referred mo to the Mimtes of the mocting of the Comission ef 
| Bovenber 18, 1941, fron which this is an excerpts J 


@RXTENSION oF SEACOAST RUOGION ASSOCIATION: ee se | 
The Commission considered the requost from the Board of 
| Directors of the Seacoast Regional Development Association .- 
' .+: that its region be expanded to include the following towns 
‘1. dmmodiataly to the west, - Atkinson, Brentuood, Danville, 
| Eppine, = ot Kingston, Freuoul, dampsteni, hingston, Ke, 
eee . Howton, Nottingham, Plaistow, ee and noah Bampton. . 4 
. the Commission 


~ VOTPDs (upen motion by Coral seh oner Holbrook, sagucaes oe ; | 


2 2m ot ee ComiLesioner Shorey) That the towns of Atkinson, . 
.-: - , Brentwood, Danville, Epping, East Kingston, Fremont, ~. 
ian Hanpstead, Kingston, Lee, Kewton, Nottingham, Plaistow, — 
' Sandown, and South Eaxpton be included in the area : 
_ designated as the Seacoast Region of New Hampshire and 
ee ee 
Association bo 90 notified, © 


you showed mo @ map of the State entitled Six pina Mvisions’ 


.. Fanally, 
'  - Qf Rew Hampshire 1950. 
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_ tion of the record in the office of the Secretary of State (Voluue 62, 
page 217) the area of interest of the Scacoast Regional Association as 
set forth in Sts ¢ charter did not appear to be coterminous with the area 


designated on the map last referred to as the "Seacoast Region". Whether ee riches, 


or not there is a variation with respect to other regional associations 
and the areas in which they operate I do not know. 


XI might atate at this point that such variation, if upon 
further research there be found one in fact to exist, does not = in the | 
absence of Commission action - impose any legal disability whatsoever 
upon the association from receiving a skaro of the funds appropriated. 
That is to say, in the appropriation act there is no language which 
expressly requires that a regional association conform its bounds with 
the bounds of the several divisions as designated by the Comzssion. 
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Oa Rather, the language of the appropriation act (Laws 1957. - 
- @. 320) 4s as follows (and it has been in substantially this form fora 
mumber of years); peg ete 


."e This @ riation shall be adcinistered by the state — 
planning and development commission for the aid of regional 
development associations. Not more than $3,500.00 may be 
allotted by the commission to any one regional association = 

' . whose bounds, fom of organization and program shall. haye = 
first been approved by the commission. Any unexpended portion 
+ “of this appropriation skall lapse and shall not be trans- : 
ferred to any other state appropriation.’ 2 


| Hy conclusion in all the circumstances was simply this: | 
prior to the annual disbursement of funds te any given rogional associa=e © 
tion, it caght to appear en a matter of record in tha Mirmtes' of the — 
Comm geion that the. bounds, fora of organization and program of such 
association had been considered and approved by the ‘Commission. — 
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arse It may be argued that the Commission may have registered alles 
suoh approval with respect to each association at some tine in the past; =... 
and that such action, once taken, need not annually be repeated. This 
may be 80. There aro, however, arguments which, in my judgnent, are of 
greater force and which lead to a contrary’ conclusion. Since the regionah =. =. 
associations are private organizations, they are, of course, free at any . tbe. 
time to chango their respective areas of interest, the form of their ey VEE 
organisations, ari their varticular progrars. Thuis changes night welh yer 
take place tatwecn one disbursement and the succeeding cisbursemerite eee wee 
Secondly, the Legislature in each succeeding appropriation act has used te ae 
again the language requiring approval. If approval granted at some eee ee 
tima in the past were deened sufficient repetition would have boen i ee 
onitted. ‘The two considerations = the possibility of a change in bounds, ==" * 
organization end program betwoen anmual disbursements, amd the repetition eee 
of the logislative language teni strongly to the conclusion that these eae 
matters should be considered prior to each disbursement. .. op atbee 
















eat ae  « Very truly yours, 
Pe NEES 25 - . wat : . a a 4 ¢ ‘ > . 
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eg Dt) Deputy. Attorney General. © 
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